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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-39 are pending. 

2. The IDS filed 07/15/02 has been entered as paper no. 5 and the IDS filed 
10/23/03 has been entered as paper no. 6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-3, 14-17, 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by (US 5,864,679) Kanai et al, hereafter Kanai. 

Claims 1, 14, and 27. Kanai teaches, A method performed in an FSO 
computer system, wherein the FSO computer system comprises a plurality of FSO 
related data sets including a first FSO related data set, and a plurality of computer 
executable FSO related processing tasks including a first FSO related processing task, 
the method comprising: storing a first smart trigger in a first memory of the FSO 
computer system (col. 2, lines 26-43, col. 13, lines 1-10, col. 21, lines 1-8 and lines 23- 
32, abstract, fig. 1 (9' -1), fig. 3, fig. 9, and fig. 10), wherein the first smart trigger 
comprises a first identifier that identifies the first FSO related processing task and a first 
data set identifier that identifies the first FSO related data set; reading the first smart 
trigger from the first memory (col. 2, lines 45-51); and executing the first FSO related 
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processing task and processing first data contained in the first FSO related data set in 
response to reading the first smart trigger from the first memory (col. 14, lines 17-30). 

Claim 17. Kanai further teaches, a computer program (col. 12, lines 21-42 
and fig. 4); an FSO computer system comprising a plurality of FSO related data sets 
including a first FSO related data set, and comprising a plurality of computer executable 
FSO related processing tasks including a first FSO related processing task (col. 12, 
lines 42-59); and wherein the computer program is executable on the computer system 
(col. 12, lines 10-20). 

Claims 2, 15, and 28. The method of claim 1, wherein storing the first smart 
trigger in the first memory is performed by an application program executing in the FSO 
computer system (col. 1 , lines 39-50). 

Claims 3, 16, and 29. The method of claim 1, wherein storing the first smart 
trigger in the first memory is performed by a user of the FSO computer system (col. 13, 
lines 20-31). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 4-9, 17-22, 30-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kanai in view of (US 6,341,287) Sziklai et al, hereafter Sziklai. 
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Claims 4, 17, and 30. Kanai teaches, The method of claim 1, further comprising 
processing the first smart trigger to generate a first processed smart trigger (col. 13, 
lines 39-60). 

Claims 5, 1 8, and 31 . Kanai teach, The method of claim 4, wherein the first 
smart trigger stored in the first memory further comprises a first scheduled date, 
wherein the first smart trigger is processed on or before the first scheduled date (col. 13, 
lines 19-32, col. 14, lines 12-30, and fig. 1(9-1). 

Claims 6, 19, and 32. Kanai teaches, The method of claim 4, wherein 
processing the first smart trigger comprises deleting the first identifier from the 
first smart trigger (col. 32, line 47 -col. 33, line 4, col. 34, lines 9-18, and col. 41, 
lines 52-65). 

Claims 7, 20, and 33. Kanai teaches, The method of claim 6, wherein first 
smart trigger stored in the first memory further comprises a first scheduled date, 
wherein the first scheduled date defines a date for processing the first smart trigger (col. 
35, lines 2-20). 

Claims 8, 21, and 34. Kanai teaches, The method of claim 5, wherein the FSO 
computer system comprises a current date, and wherein the method further comprises: 
comparing the scheduled date of the smart trigger to the current date 9col. 37, lines 50- 
63); executing the first processing task and processing the first data contained in the 
first FSO related data set in response to the scheduled date being on or before the 
current date, and (col. 50, line 61 -col. 51, line 38); not executing the first processing 
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task in response to the scheduled date being after the current date (col. 54, lines 
29=44). 

Claims 9, 22, and 35. Kanai teaches, The method of claim 6, wherein the first 
memory comprises a smart trigger table wherein the smart trigger table comprises N 
rows each one of which comprises one smart trigger, the method further comprising: a) 
setting a counter X to one (col. 21, line 31 -col. 23, line 65); and b) incrementing X by 
one (col. 21, line 31-col. 23, line 65). Kanai failed to teach, c) reading an Xth smart 
trigger from the smart trigger table; d) comparing an Xth scheduled date of the Xth 
smart trigger to the current date; e) executing an Xth processing task and processing 
Xth data contained in an Xth data set in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth 
smart trigger being on or before the current date; f) not executing the Xth processing 
task in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger being after the 
current date; and g) repeating b) through f) until X equals N. Szuklai teaches, c) 
reading an Xth smart trigger from the smart trigger table (col. 13, lines 48-56); d) 
comparing an Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger to the current date (col. 18, 
lines 24-29 and col. 19, lines 1-7); e) executing an Xth processing task and processing 
Xth data contained in an Xth data set in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth 
smart trigger being on or before the current date (col. 19, lines 24-36 and lines 44-56); f) 
not executing the Xth processing task in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth 
smart trigger being after the current date (col. 20, lines 17-20 and lines 26-36); and g) 
repeating b) through f) until X equals N (col. 13, lines 48-56, col. 18, lines 24-29, and 
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col. 19, lines 1-56). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to read an Xth smart trigger from the smart trigger 
table; compare an Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger to the current date; 
execute an Xth processing task and processing Xth data contained in an Xth data set in 
response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger being on or before the 
current date; not execute the Xth processing task in response to the Xth scheduled date 
of the Xth smart trigger being after the current date; and repeat b) through f) until X 
equals N and to modify in Kanai because such a modification would allow Kanai to have 
a trigger table that provides trigger steps specified for the system (see Szuklai- col. 13, 
lines 52-55). 

7. Claims 10-13, 23-26, and 36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kanai et al, hereafter Kanai in view of Sziklai and further in view of 
(US Zaiken et al, hereafter Zainken. 

Claims 10, 23, and 36. Kanai and Szuklai failed to teach, The method of claim I, 
wherein the first smart trigger comprises one or more data fields, wherein data in the 
one or more data fields is passed to the first FSO related processing task in response to 
reading the smart trigger. Zaiken teaches, wherein the first smart trigger comprises one 
or more data fields, wherein data in the one or more data fields is passed to the first 
FSO related processing task in response to reading the smart trigger (col. 7, lines 10- 
25). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to have the first smart trigger comprise one or more data fields, 
wherein data in the one or more data fields is passed to the first FSO related processing 
task in response to reading the smart trigger and to modify in Kanai because such a 
modification would allow Kanai to have fields visually separated for convenience of 
seeing the field descriptions. 

Claims 1 1 , 24, and 37. Kanai teaches, The method of claim 1 , wherein the first 
FSO related data set comprises to customer account record containing data relating to 
a customer of the FSO, wherein the first data identifier assigned to the first FSO 
related data set comprises a customer account number corresponding to the customer 
account record (col. 15, lines 8-62, Figure 8, fig. 9, and fig. 10). 

Claims 12, 25, and 38. Kanai teaches, The method of claim 7, wherein the FSO 
computer system further comprises a smart trigger processing task for processing the 
first smart trigger, wherein the smart trigger processing task is configurable to be 
executed periodically, wherein the scheduling of the period of execution is configurable 
by a user of the FSO computer system (col. 13, lines 20-31). 

Claims 13, 26, and 39. Kanai teaches, The method of claim 6, wherein the method 
further comprises deleting the first processing task identifier in response to executing 
the first processing task (col. 15, lines 46-62 and col. 19, lines 38-55). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Nguyen et al (US 6,202,070) disclosed a database with relational tables and 

keys. 

Hinkle (US 6,442,533) disclosed a financial transaction processing system. 
Knutson et al (US 5,870,746) disclosed a database and generating a report, data 
relationships, and a trigger. 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 703-308-7064. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 703-308-1038. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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E. Colbert 
September 30, 2004 



